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Sir: 

The Notice of Allowability mailed November 14, 2008, included an Examiner's Statement 
of Reasons for Allowance (hereafter, the "Statement"). 

Please note that MPEP §1302.14 states, in part: 

Where specific reasons are recorded by the examiner, care must 
be taken to ensure that statements of reasons for allowance (or 
indication of allowable subject matter) are accurate, precise and 
do not place unwarranted interpretations, whether broad or narrow 
upon the claims. The examiner should keep in mind the possible 
misinterpretations of his or her statement that may be made and its 
possible estoppel effects. 

It is respectfully submitted that the Statement inappropriate groups claims together and 
inappropriately appears to paraphrase or improperly quote claim language. For example, the 
Statement groups claims 6, 74, 94 and 95 together, and quotes language in a manner that 
seems to imply that the quoted language appears in each grouped claim. However, from a 
careful review of the Statement, it can be seen that the language quoted by the Examiner does 
not appear in each of the grouped claims 6, 74, 94 and 95. Instead, the quoted language 
appears to be from claim 6. 
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It is respectfully submitted that such grouping of claims and improper quoting in the 
Statement is not proper under 37 C.F.R. §1.104 and as explained in MP.E.P. §1302.14. 

It is further submitted that the claims speak for themselves and should not be interpreted 
based on the Examiner's improper quoting or grouping of claims in the Statement. 

Moreover, the Statement indicates specific portions of the specification as providing 
definitions for recite claims terms. However, it is respectfully submitted that the entire application 
should be considered when determining claim definitions. 



Respectfully submitted 
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Date: December 1 , 2008 




1201 New York Ave. N.W., 7th Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Telephone: (202)434-1500 
Facsimile: (202)434-1501 



2 



